The Tooth

to acquire it, for he was disposing of it as if it were his own pro-
perty? Clearly our information is incomplete at this point. We
shall never know what convincing explanation was given to
Bayin-naung. But convinced he was that the King of Colombo had
become the owner. One is only surprised he did not inquire at
Kandy. But perhaps he did, and what he heard there did not
shake his belief.

The strange thing is that hardly was the tooth in the Dhamma-
zedi when a letter was received from the King of Kandy express-
ing surprise at the elaborate rituals which his brother of Burma
had seen fit to perform over the tooth of a mere monkey. The
Tooth, the writer declared, was where it had always been, to wit,
in the Temple of the Tooth at Kandy. It had never been out of the
place, never been to Jafna, the Portuguese had never had it nor
had the King of Colombo.

But Bayin-naung was unmoved. He had had, as we have said,
his weighty reasons for holding his Tooth to be authentic. And he
had equally weighty reasons for refusing now to admit he had
been deceived. Accordingly, he dismissed the bearers of the letter
with the reply that it would ill become one destined to be a Buddha
to enter into a controversy with wilful sceptics.

Whether there was any real Buddha tooth must be extremely
doubtful. But the priests of Kandy insist to this day that their
Tooth is a true relic, and I myself saw it in 1931, at the Temple of
the Tooth, one day when it was being shown to some distinguished
Burmese visitors.
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